MAKING CRIMINAL JUSTICE MORE SCIENTIFIC               223
specific problems such as that of the Treatment Tribunal and of
the Lay Magistrate.
(2) THE TREATMENT TRIBUNAL.
As already indicated, there is a strong movement at present
afoot to restrict the powers and responsibilities of the*criminal
courts, not, as suggested above for certain categories of offences,
for the stage before, but for that after conviction. During the
five years' period since the matter was briefly discussed in an
earlier book of the author,1 its development has been so rapid
and momentous that a re-examination may not be out of place.
In the U.S.A., in particular, the idea has now passed from the
stage of mere theoretical speculation to that of serious legislative
drafts or even enactments. We have witnessed the publication
in 1940 of the American Law Institute's Draft of a model " Youth
Correction Authority Act" ; 2 followed by highly informative
and at times controversial debates among U.S.A. experts, and
culminating in the passing of the California Youth Correction
Authority Act of 1941 and drafts submitted in subsequent years
to the Legislatures of New York, Rhode Island, and other States.
Of equal significance are the ee Report to the Judicial Conference
of the Committee on Punishment for Crime ", made by a Com-
mittee of Federal Senior Circuit Judges,3 and the illuminating
Hearings before a Committee of the House of Representatives
on a " Bill to provide a Correctional System for Adult and Youth
Offenders convicted in Courts of the United States "34 drafted
in accordance with the Report of the Judges.
In this country, the idea has been in principle approved by
Miss Margery Fry5 and Professor D. K. Henderson,6 but
1  The Dilemma of Penal Reform (1939), pp. 201 ct scq.   The author is greatly
indebted to Director William Draper Lewis and Mr. John R. Ellingston, of the
American Law Institute ;   to Mr. Benedict S. Alper, now in the U.S. Army, to
Director Karl Holton of the Galifornian Youth Authority, Sacramento, and to
Mr. Leland L. Tolman, of the Staff of the Administrative Office of the United States
Courts, Reporter to the Judicial Conference on Punishment for Crime, for the
material on which the following is based.   Apart from the original documents
quoted below, and the material issued by the A.L.I., the best information on the
matter is to be found in the symposium on " The Correction of Youthful Offenders ",
in Law and Contemporary Problems, Vol. IX, No. 4 (Autumn 1942), issued by the School
of Law, Duke University.
2 See the article by the present writer in the Howard Journal (1941), pp. 70 et seq.
3 Washington, D.G., June 1942.
* Federal Corrections Act and Improvement in Parole. Hearings before Sub-
committee No. 3 of the Committee on the Judiciary ; House of Representatives,
y8th Congress, First Session, H.R, 2139 and 2140 (May 18 and 19 and June 10,
1943), Government Printing Office, Washington, 1943.
6 See her admirable pamphlet, " The Future Treatment of the Adult Offender "
(1944), pp. 21 et seq.                                6 Psychopathic States (1939), p. 164.